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As  I  am  one  of  the  minority  on  the  question  which 
has  called  you  together,  I  beg  the  privilege  of  making  a 
statement  of  the  grounds  on  which  I  stand,  and  of  the 
reasons  which  have  led  me  to  adopt  my  present  views. 
And  here,  let  me  premise,  that  I  earnestly  hope  that 
nothing  will  be  done  or  said  that  will  not  tend  to  advance 
the  honor  of  Christ ;  and  that  the  brethren  have  come 
here-  filled  with  the  spirit  of  prayer,  and  in  the  name 
of  that  Master  whom  they  profess  to  love,  will  seek  “  the 
things  that  make  for  peace,”  and,  laying  aside  all  pre¬ 
conceived  opinions,  will  look  at  the  question  calmly  and 
in  the  light  of  God’s  word,  and  willing  to  allow  to  oth¬ 
ers  the  same  freedom  of  opinion  which  they  assert  for 
themselves. 

First,,  then,  we  believe  that  all  seats  in  God’s  house 
should  b e  perfectly  free  to  all,  from  the  very  genius  of 
Christianity.  Here  all  meet  on  common  grounds,  as  sin¬ 
ners,  in  the  presence  of  the  Infinite  Creator.  All  alike,, 
condemned  by  his  law,  alike,  the  recipients  of  his  mer¬ 
cy,  and  on  a  dead  level  in  the  eye  of  his  Infinite  purity. 
a  The  rich  and  poor  meet  together,  the  Lord  is  the  maker 
of  them  all,”'  Any  distinctions  here  are,  we  repeat  it, 
wholly  out  of  place,  and  opposed  to  the  radical  spirit 
of  Christ’s  religion,  of  which  the  great  and  crowning 
glory  is  that  u  to  the  poor  the  gospel  is  preached.”  We 
contend  that  the  setting  up  of  seats  in  church  to  the 
highest  bidder  tends  to  make  unchristian  distinctions  in 
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God’s  house,  fosters  unpleasant  feelings^  leads  to  pride , 
envy  and  jealousy ,  and  thwarts,  in  so  far,  the  great  de* 
sign  of  a  preached  gospel  Another  of  the  great  evils 
of  selling  slips  in  church,  is,  that  it  makes  money  and 
not  principle  the  motive-power  in  the  church,  which  tends 
to  act  unfavorably  both  upon  people  and  pastor.  The 
people  come  to  regard  wealth  as  the  true  criterion,  and 
not  piety ,  seeing  that  money  secures  preferment  in  the 
house  of  God ;  and  the  pastor,  who  is  possessed  of  like 
human  frailty,  catching  the  contagion,  is  tempted  to 
worship  at  the  altar  of  mammon,  seeing  the  number  of 
his  worshipers.  Thus  principle  is  in  danger  of  succumb¬ 
ing  to  interest ,  and  the  very  foundations  of  morality  are 
insensibly  undermined. 

Let  me  here  refer  you  to  a  passage  of  Holy  Writ : 
James,  the  second  chapter  and  first  five  verses,  aMy 
brethren,  have  not  the  faith  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the 
Lord  of  glory,  with  respect  of  persons.  2.  For  if  there 
come  into  your  assembly,  a  man  with  a  gold  ring,  in  good¬ 
ly  apparel,  and  there  come  in  also  a  poor  man  in  vile  rai¬ 
ment,  3.  And  ye  have  respect  to  him  that  weareth  the 
gay  clothing,  and  say  unto  him,  sit  thou  here  in  a  good 
place  ;  and  say  to  the  poor,  stand  thou  there,  or  sit  here 
under  my  footstool ;  4.  Are  ye  not  then  partial  in  your¬ 
selves,  and  are  become  judges  of  evil  thoughts  ?  5.  Hear¬ 

ken,  my  beloved  brethren,  Hath  not  God  chosen  the  poor 
of  this  world  rich  in  faith,  and  heirs  of  the  kingdom  which 
he  has  promised  to  them  that  love  him  ?”  To  a  plain  and 
unsophisticated  reader  of  this  passage,  it  is  clear  that  the 
apostle  James  believed  in  absolute  equality  in  the  house  of 
God.  That  wealth  and  fashion  and  fine  clothing  were  not 
to  be  regarded  at  all  in  seating  the  worshipers.  It  is  al¬ 
so  clear  that  he  intends  to  rebuke  the  spirit  of  caste ,  which 
had  already  begun  to  show  itself ;  so  that  a  man,  who 
came  into  their  assemblies  decked  with  gold,  and  dia¬ 
monds,  and  rich  clothing,  was  exalted  to  a  higher  seat, 
while  the  poor  and  unpretending  was  bid  to  take  a  back 
seat,  or  even  to  stand,  while  his  neighbor  sat  at  his  ease,  as 
I  have  seen  a  poor  cringing  slave  stand  before  his  master, 
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hat  in  hand,  deeming  it  well  nigh  sacrilege  to  intrude  into 
his  august  presence.  We  might  paraphrase  the  passage 
thus  :  “  For,  if  there  come  into  your  churches,  a  man 

well  dressed,  and  of  apparently  good  standing  in  society, 
and  there  come  in  also  a  poor  man,  meanly  clad,  and  you 
show  more  regard  to  him  that  weareth  the  rich  clothing, 
than  to  the  poor  man,  and  give  him  a  better  seat  in  your 
churches,  do  ye  not  then  manifest  partiality,  and  do  essen¬ 
tial  injustice  and  wrong  to  the  poor  man?’'  This  pas¬ 
sage  demonstrates  that  the  apostles  did  not  sanction 
any  unequal  distinctions  in  the  house  of  God.  That,  in 
their  estimate^  rich  and  poor  stood  on  the  same  level,  all 
entitled  to  equal  privileges,  and  heirs  alike  to  the  same 
inheritance  of  glory.  And  how  does  this  apply  to  our 
own  case  ?  Have  not  the  churches  of  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  in  this  our  day,  violated  the  spirit  of  the  Gospel 
in  making  wealth  and  standing  rather  than  manhood  and 
piety  the  criterion  in  seating  their  worshipers  ?  Does 
not  money  purchase  a  good  sitting  in  church,  and  is  not 
th q  poor,  though  honest  worshiper,  treated  with  marked 
indifference,  not  to  say  contempt,  in  many  of  our  fash¬ 
ionable  churches  ?  Is  it  not  a  great  and  growing  evil ,  and 
is  it  not  utterly  at  variance  with  the  gospel  of  good 
will  ?  Shall  we  continue  to  sanction  it,  merely,  under 
the  plea,  that  it  brings  in  a  greater  revenue  to  the 
churches  however  contrary  it  is  to  the  gleat  funda¬ 
mental  doctrine  of  human  equality  ?  Is  not  a  reformation 
loudly  called  for,  and  ought  not  the  ministry  to  lift  up  their 
voice  like  a  trumpet,  and  put  a  stop  to  this  bargaining  and 
trafficking  in  God’s  house?  Or  are  we  not  guilty  of 
throwing  contempt  upon  God,  in  the  person  of  his  poor 
ones  ?  all  of  whom  are  dear  to  him  as  the  apple  of  His 
eye,  and  whom  Jesus  does  not  disdain  to  call  his 
“  brethren.” 

“  But,”  says  one,  u  I  do  not  regard  the  sale  of  slips  as 
making  merchandize  of  God's  house.  It  is  only  a  fair  and 
easy  way  of  raising  the  minister  s  salary,  and  paying  the 
church's  expenses.  It  is  making  the  church  maintain  itself  I 
This  might  all  be  good  reasoning,  but  for  one  or  two 
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things  that  wholly  destroy  its  force.  And,  first,  what  are 
the  motives  appealed  to  in  the  sale  of  slips  ?  And,  second* 
ly ,  what  are  the  practical  evils  resulting  from  it?  Is  not 
the  appeal  made  to  passions  and  principles  in  the  human 
bosom,  which  ought  rather  to  be  held  in  check  ?  Do  you 
not  appeal,  for  instance,  to  pride,  emulation ,  love  of  distinc¬ 
tion  and  desire  to  secure  the  best  seats  in  church,  rather 
than  to  the  pure  spirit  of  benevolence,  and  do  you  not  thus 
foster  all  these  low  and  earthly  feelings,  at  the  expense  of 
humility,  self-denial,  and  love  to  God  and  man  ?  And  so 
powerful  is  the  influence  of  these  motives,  that  many  an 
individual,  of  limited  means,  rather  than  not  obtain  as  good 
a  seat  as  his  wealthier  neighbor,  will  strain  himself  to  the 
utmost  to  buy  a  slip,  which  he  cannot  at  all  afford,  and 
which  he  finds  it  hard  to  pay  for,  and  thus  cripple  his 
means  of  otherwise  doing  good,  and  educate  himself  in  a 
wrong  spirit.  And,  again,  the  church  being  thus  preoccu¬ 
pied  by  the  wealthy  and  the  fashionable,  it  leaves  but 
little  room  for  the  humble  sons  of  toil,  those  “  poor,”  to 
whom  “the  gospel  is”  emphatically  “  preached.”  No  man 
wishes,  as  has  been  well  said,  to  advertise  his  poverty,  by 
taking  a  seat  reserved  for  the  poor,  while  he  is  aware  that 
it  is  less  honorable  than  that  of  his  neighbor.  And  it  is 
wrong  for  us  to  make  it  necessary  that  he  should  do  it. 
The  church  is  the  poor  man’s  peculiar  domain.  It  is  the 
Lord's  house,  and  not  mans,  and  here ,  if  anywhere,  the 
poor  should  find  a  home  and  a  hearty  welcome,  free  ad* 
mittance  to  the  vestibule  of  the  king  s  court . 

Again,  we  believe  it  to  be  wrong  to  set  up  seats  at 
auction  in  the  house  of  God.  Here  we  are  conscientious 
in  our  belief,  and  cannot  resign  our  consciences  to  the 
mere  rule  of  worldly  expediency.  The  church  in  which 
we  meet  has  been  dedicated  to  the  service  of  the  Infinite 
Jehovah.  A  sacredness  invests  the  sanctuaiy  which 
surrounds  no  other  place.  This  is  u  the  house  of  Hod, 
and  the  very  gate  of  heaven  to  souls,”  and  to  introduce 
worldly  associations,  and  resort  to  worldly  expedients, 
in  the  very  presence  chamber  of  the  most  High,  seems 
to  possess  a  peculiar  impropriety. .  It  is  no  better  than 


resorting  to  raffling,  lotteries,  etc.,  for  pious  uses,  under 
'the  delusive  pretence  that  “  the  end  sanctifies  the  means.” 
It  is  our  candid  belief  that  both  the  church  and  the 
ministry  have  been  in  a  great  error  here,  in  permitting 
the  evil  to  gain  ground,  instead  of  endeavoring,  as  they 
might  and  ought,  to  eradicate  it  from  the  church.  We 
are  willing  to  admit  that  we  too  have  been  in  the  dark 
on  this  question. 

And  while  we  are  on  this  point,  permit  us  to  answer 
a  very  fallacious  argument  of  some  brethren  on  the  rights 
■of  majorities.  We  hold,  as  a  first  principle,  that  major¬ 
ities  must  rule  in  church  and  state,  where  moral  princi¬ 
ple  is  not  involved.  But,  the  moment  you  entrench  on 
the  domain  of  conscience ,  majorities  are  not  to  be  follow¬ 
ed,  whether  in  the  church  or  out  of  it,  and  cannot  be, 
without  a  direct  contravention  of  God*s  word.  This  is 
the  Higher  law  of  the  Universe.  The  statute  book  of 
'“  the  King  of  Kings.”  To  the  law  and  to  the  testimony 
therefore.  “Thou  slialt  not  follow  a  multitude  to  do  evil.” 
Ex.,  23  :  2,  “So,  then,  every  one  of  us  shall  give  ac¬ 
count  of  himself  to  God.”  Bom.,  14 :  12.  “  Who  art 

thou  that  judgest  another  man’s  servant  ?  to  his  own  mas¬ 
ter  he  standeth  or  falleth.”  Bom.,  14:  4.  “Let  every 
man  be  fully  persuaded  in  his  own  mind?  Bom.,  14  :  15, 
Look  at  John  Q.  Adams  standing  up  in  defense  of  free¬ 
dom,  on  the  floor  of  Congress,  against  a  popular  majority 
on  the  side  of  oppression.  Who  will  say  that  he  did 
wrong  to  resist  the  will  of  the  majority  ?  Do  we  not 
rather  admire  the  spectacle  of  the  moral  sublime  thus 
exhibited  ?  But  supposing  he  had  taken  the  same  stand 
in  a  pro-slavery  church,  where  is  the  difference  ?  No  ! 
majorities,  when  on  the  side  of  wrong ,  are  ever  to  be  re¬ 
sisted,  and  cannot  be  safely  followed.  It  is  but  a  small 
consideration,  the  relinquishment  of  a  slip,  but  it  is  a 
different  thing  when  you  require  a  man  to  bend  his  con¬ 
science  to  the  will  of  a  majority.  He  has  no  right  to  do  it, 
nor  have  they  to  require  it.  It  would  be  treason  to  the 
Sovereign  of  the  Universe.  No  majority  can  constrain  a 
mam  to  act  -against  the  dictates  of  his  conscience.  This 
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Is  a  sacred ,  vested  right ,  of  winch  no  man  can  be  deprived. 
What  was  it  that  drove  onr  fathers  from  their  homes  in 
the  old  world,  and  led  them  to  the  barren  shores  of  New 
England ;  but  the  rights  of  conscience ,  which  had  been 
there  denied  them  ?  What  led  them  to  forsake  the  bo¬ 
som  of  their  mother  church,  so  dear  to  them,  and  re¬ 
nounce  their  patrimony,  but  their  conscientious  refusal  to 
yield  to  the  unjust  requirements  of  the  church,  even  in 
such  small  matters  as  wearing  the  surplice  ?  It  was  be¬ 
cause  a  principle  was  at  stake.  And  they  refused  to  bend 
their  consciences  one  iota  in  violation  of  a  principle. 
Here  was  a  mincndty  in  a  church  resisting  the  will  of  a 
majority ,  and  because  they  were  right ,  and  the  others 
were  wrong,  we  applaud  them  for  it,  and  boast  of  being 
the  sons  of  such  noble  sires. 

What,  then,  it  may  be  asked,  are  the  rights  of  ma¬ 
jorities ,  and  how  are  churches  to  maintain  themselves,  if 
one  man  can  stand  out  against  the  whole  brotherhood  ?  I 
answer,  the  mere  fact  of  numbers,  does  not  determine 
anything  with  regard  to  the  rightfulness  or  the  wrong¬ 
fulness  of  a  thing.  The  only  province  of  majorities, 
therefore,  is  to  express  the  voice  of  a  body  politic,  or 
of  a  church  or  society,  on  modes  of  action,  in  things  of 
mutual  concern,  not  involving  moral  considerations.  The 
voice  of  no  majority,  uninspired,  could  determine,  for 
instance,  what  I  should  hold  as  a  matter  of  belief.  Sup¬ 
posing  a  majority  of  this  church  should  vote  that  baptism 
was  an  unnecessary  institution,  and  repudiate  it,  would 
that  bind  my  conscience,  or  ought  it  to  influence  my 
action  ?  Not  in  the  least.  Now,  let  a  majority  in  a 
church  vote  in  favor  of  a  practice,  as  I  regard  it,  based 
in  immorality  and,  contrary  to  the  plain  letter  of  God’s 
word,  am  I  morally  bound  to  yield  to  that  majority?  can 
I  safely  do  it  ?  No  !  majorities  have  their  limits,  and 
they  must  keep  within  those  limits,  ^or  you  make  your 
assemblies  licensed  mobs,  and  freedom  of  opinion  is  for¬ 
ever  suppressed. 

We  hold  that  the  voluntary  principle  is  the  only  true 
principle  for  the  support  of  the  gospel.  In  this  way  the 
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apostles  were  supported,  when  they  went  out  without  purse 
or  scrip,  relying  upon  the  free-will  offerings  of  the  peo¬ 
ple.  And  the  apostle  Paul,  while  he  distinctly  declares 
that  “  the  laborer  is  worthy  of  his  hire,”  no  where  lays 
down  any  principle,  but  the  voluntary  one,  for  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  gospel,  in  all  his  epistles.  For  says  he,  “not 
grudgingly,  nor  of  necessity,  for  God  loveth  a  cheerful 
giver.”  “  Every  man,  according  as  he  purposeth  in  his 
heart,  so  let  him  give.”  2  Cor.,  9  :  L  “For,  if  there  be 
first  a  willing  mind,  it  is  accepted,  according  to  that  a 
man  hath.”  You  cannot  find  any  other  rule  laid  down 
in  the  New  Testament.  Under  the  Old,  tithes  were  en¬ 
joined. 

Neither  do  we  deem  it  necessary,  apart  from  the 
morality  of  of  the  thing,  in  order  to  the  support  of  the 
gospel  in  this  place,  thar  the  seats  in  church  should  be 
sold.  We  have  had  the  gospel  preached  here  for  many 
years,  and  thus  far,  on  the  voluntary  principle,  for  the 
most  part.  Last  year  more  money  was  raised  than  ever 
before,  I  think,  on  the  voluntary  plan.  And  the  church 
and  society  are  in  better  condition,  as  far  as  pecuniary 
ability  is  concerned.  We  raised,  I  believe,  not  far  from 
twelve  hundred  dollars,  and  who  will  say  that  he  feels 
the  poorer  ?  I  believe  we  could  easily  raise  a  salary  suf¬ 
ficient  to  sustain  an  able  preacher,  by  voluntary  contri¬ 
butions.  What  if  there  are  some  bad  debts,  and  some 
have  to  pay  a  little  more  ?  Is  it  not  always  the  case  ? 
Better  keep  a  clear  conscience,  even  if  it  costs  a  little. 
Now,  let  me  say  in  kindness,  that  if  our  good  brethren 
had  expended  one  half  the  time  and  strength  which  they 
have  expended  in  calling  meetings, sending  committees  by 
the  dozen,  in  remonstrating,  and  extorting,  at  last,  a  re¬ 
luctant  consent  from  some,  and  condemning  those  who 
were  conscientiously  opposed,  they  could  have  raised  the 
full  amount  for  the  support  of  a  preacher  this  year,  long 
ago. 

Here  let  me  reply  to  two  or  three  objections  which 
have  been  sometimes  raised. 

Says  one,  if  such  are  your  views  with  regard  to  the 
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sale  of  pews  in  the  house  of  God,  how  came  you  to  falsi¬ 
fy  your  principles,  by  purchasing  a  slip,  in  the  first  place  % 

I  answer,  if  I  did  wrong  in  the  first  place,  it  is  no  reason 
why  I  should  continue  to  do  wrong  in  time  to  come.  I 
bought  a  slip,  because  it  was  held  by  many  that,  in  no 
other  way  could  a  church  be  built.  The  then  pastor  of 
the  church  remonstrated  with  one  of  the  deacons  on  this 
very  point,  and  told  him  he  feared  trouble  in  future,  but 
the  reply  was  that  fhis  was  the  only  possible  plan,  and 
we  were  compelled  to  resort  to  it.  Perhaps  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  continued  to  worship  in  the 
old  Seminary  till  we  could  have  built  a  church  on  free 
principles. 

Says  another  objector,  Why,  on  your  principle,  that 
free  seats  are  the  only  true  plan,  do  you  not  surrender 
your  slip  to  be  used  for  a  free  seat,  and  thus  maintain 
your  consistency  ?  I  answer,  I  am  ready  and  desirous  to 
do  so,  whenever  I  can  safely  do  it,  and  with  the  co-ope¬ 
ration  of  the  church  and  society.  But  I  am  not  willing 
to  throw  it  into  the  hands  of  the  church  to  be  used  as  a  - 
free  seat,  while  they  continue  to  sell  the  larger  part  of 
the  slips,  and  thus  aid  in  carrying  out  what  I  regard  as  a 
wrong  principle.  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  hold  the 
control  of  my  slip  as  long  as  the  majority  fair  to  carry 
out  the  only  true  principle  of  having  all  seats  in  the 
house  of  God  free. 

But,  holding  'property  in  the  house  of  God 1 
How  can  you  reconcile  it  -to  your  conscience  to  hold  it  ? 
says  another.  I  reply,  I  do  not  regard  myself  as  owner 
in  the  sense  that  I  am  at  liberty  to  avail  myself  of  it,  for 
the  purpose  of  money  making.  This,  in  my  view,  would 
be  “  making  merchandize  ”  of  God’s  house.  The  only 
sense  in  which  I  regard  myself  as  holding  it  is,  as  God’s 
steward,  and  in  the  same  sense  that  the  church  would 
have  control  of  the  whole  building,  for  the  uses  and  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  it  was  erected.  I  may  hold  property  in 
the  Lord’s  house  as  well  as  a  body  corporate,  and  the 
property  is  just  as  sacred,  and  no  more  so,  than  all  other 
property  God  entrusts  us  with,  to  be  used  for  Him.  Still, 
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I  do  not  like  close  corporations,  and  would  gladly  sur¬ 
render  my  slip  on  the  terms  I  have  stated,  to  be  free  to 
ale. 

And,  now,  dear  brethren,  what  are  we  to  do  ?  I  love 
this  church.  Here  we  have  enjoyed  many  blessed  sea¬ 
sons  of  revival.  Here  we  have  mingled  our  prayers  and 
our  praises  before  the  throne,  with  some  of  the  sainted 
dead.  Here  many  of  our  children,  some  already  gone 
home  to  glory,  have  been  brought  into  the  ark  of  safety. 
Precious  memories  surround  these  walls,  and  gather 
around  these  seats,  and  cannot  be  dispelled,  if  we  would. 
Why  not,  since  we  cannot  agree  on  some  points,  agree  to 
differ  in  the  kindliest  spirit  ?  And,  if  some  brethren 
cannot  see  their  way  clear  to  relinquish  their  seats  in  the 
sanctuary  to  be  sold,  come  back  to  the  voluntary  plan  of 
raising  a  salary,  throw  open  your  seats  to  the  public,  or, 
if  you  cannot  consent  to  that,  do  the  next  best  ?  Hot 
drive  matters,  and  say,  if  I  cannot  have  my  way,  I  will 
give  nothing,  and  let  the  church  fall  to  pieces,  determined 
to  rule  or  ruin.  I  desire  to  see  the  gospel  flourish  in  this 
place,  and  brethren  will  bear  me  witness  that,  for  the  last 
fourteen  years,  since  I  have  been  connected  with  this 
church,  I  have  labored  to  promote  its  interests,  though 
with  many  shortcomings.  But,  I  believe  I  can  say,  with 
sincerity,  that  1  love  the  cause  of  Christ,  the  church  that 
he  purchased  with  his  own  most  precious  blood. 

•“If  e’er  nay  heart  forget 
Her  welfare  or  her  woe, 

Let  every  joy  this  heart  forsake, 

And  -every  grief  overflow.” 

But  it  grieves  me  to  see  brethren  depart  so  far  from 
the  -spirit  of  Christ  as  to  deal  in  denunciation  and  uncharit¬ 
ableness.  Brethren,  let  us  be  willing  to  admit  that  we  are 
all  equally  honest  and  sincere  in  our  convictions.  Let  us 
not  denounce  others  for  not  agreeing  with  us  in  opinion, 
erect  an  inquisitorial  tribunal  to  judge  men’s  motives,  and 
set  them  down  as  criminal.  No:!  brethren,  this  is  not 
Christ’s  spirit,  if  I  know  what  that  spirit  is. 

This  is  a  solemn  time  in  the  history  of  our  country. 


U.OFIILIIB. 
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and  in  the  history  of  the  world.  God  is  speaking  to  this 
nation,  and  to  us,  as  individuals,  in  unmistakable  tones  of 
warning  and  rebuke.  He  is  abroad,  by  his  terrible  judg¬ 
ments,  in  the  land.  This  is  no  time  for  anger  and  recrimi¬ 
nation.  God  is  summoning  us  to  duty,  and  beckoning  us 
to  conflict,  not  with  one  another,  but  with  “  principalities 
and  powers,”  and  with  “spiritual  wickedness  in  high  places.” 
This  is  a  time  for  prayer,  for  watchfulness,  for  self-denial, 
for  ardent  zeal  and  heavenly  love,  for  exalted  patriotism. 
Oh  !  let  us  feel  that  we  cannot  come  down  to  the  arena  of 
worldly  strife,  to  party  animosities,  and  severe  denuncia¬ 
tions  of  each  other.  Let  us  endeavor  to  keep  “the  unity  of 
the  spirit  in  the  bonds  of  peace;”  let  us  have  that  divine 
charity  which  “  beareth  all  things,  belie veth  all  things, 
hopeth  all  things,  endure th  all  things,  which  never  faileth.” 
Or,  God  cannot  bless  us,  he  will  withdraw  from  us  the  light 
of  his  countenance,  his  Spirit  will  leave  us,  and  “  Ichabod, 
the  glory  hath  departed,”  will  be  written  upon  these  walls. 


EXTRACTS. 


“Christianity  can  never  prevail  in  its  purity  under 
the  pew  system.  If  Jesus  cannot  turn  the  buyers  and 
sellers  out  of  the  temple  he  leaves  it  himself.  The  com 
sideration  most  generally  urged  in  favor  of  selling  or 
renting  seats  in  the  house  of  God,  is,  that  more  money 
can  be  raised  in  that  way  than  in  any  other !  But  is  the 
great  object  of  the  Christian  church  to  obtain  money? 
Is  it  not  to  save  souls— ^  to  teach  men  repentance,  humility, 
human  equality,  love  to  God,  and  love  to  man?  A 
corrupt  church  cannot  be  sustained  without  large  expem 
ditures ;  but,  a  pure  church  requires  no  more  for  its  sup¬ 
port  than  wull  be  given  voluntarily,  out  of  love  to  God, 
and  his  cause. 

A  church  that  has  to  resort  to  the  sale  of  slips ;  to 
festivals,  or  pleasure  parties,  to  raise  money  for  any  object, 
however  good,  has  already  departed  from  the  pure  faith  ol 
the  gospel.  A  formal  church  is  good  for  nothing  as  a 
church.  As  a  social  organization,  it  may  have  its  advan¬ 
tages,  but,  for  the  purpose  of  saving  men,  for  which  it  was 
designed,  it  is  worse  than  useless.  She  rocks  the  cradle, 
and  sings  soothing  strains  to  those  who  already  are  so  in¬ 
clined  to  sleep,  that  nothing  but  a  superhuman  elfort  can 
arouse  them. 

Free  churches  are  essential  to  secure  spirituality  of 
worship.  Do  you  love  spirituality  in  worship  ?  Then 
never  give  your  countenance  to  the  “  making  of  God’s 
house  a  house  of  merchandise.”  Do  not  be  drawn  away 
by  the  plea  so  often  urged,  that  we  must  either  have  a 
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pewed  church  or  a  new  one  cannot  be  built.  Better;,  fax* 
better,  worship  in  the  old  one,,  than  build  a  new  one,,, 
dedicate  it  to  God,  and  then  sell  it  to  mammon. 

Many  a  society  have  walked  in  spiritual  light  and  lib¬ 
erty,  until  they  built  the  finest  meeting-house  in  the  place,, 
expending  large  sums  to  gratify  pride,  and  then  spiritual: 
death  ensued.  A  cold  propriety  supplanted  the  fervor  of 
devotion.  Every  manifestation  of  religious  emotion 
was  frowned  upon,  and  the  few  who  could  not  be  killed  off,, 
were  persecuted  and  driven  away,  or  excommunicated. 

If  we  would  see  a  revival  of  the  life  and  power  of 
godliness,  let  us  begin  at  the  beginning.  Make  God’s  house 
free,  or  all  efforts  will  be  unavailing.  What  a  revival  of 
God’s  work  might  be  looked  for,  if  the  various  denomina¬ 
tions  possessed  enough  of  the  spirit  of  the  primitive  Chris¬ 
tians  to  have  even  their  churches  common!.  The  Lord  speed: 
the  time ! 

The  poor  must  be  made  to  feel  that  they  are  wel¬ 
come  to  all  places  where  the  Gospel  is  preached.  Pew 
doors  must  be  taken  off.  No  church  has  the  prerogative' 
to  make  the  right  of  any  human  being,  to  hear  the  Gos¬ 
pel,  depend  upon  his  ability  to  hire  a  seat  in  the  house  of 
God.  When  we  wish  to  spread  a  knowledge  of  the  Gos¬ 
pel  among  the  heathen  abroad,  we  do  not  require  them  to 
buy  or  rent  a  seat  in  the  Christian  church.  Such  a  prac¬ 
tice  would  be  rebuked  by  heathenism  itself.  Their  wor¬ 
ship,  degraded  as  it  is,  is  not  venial.  Their  temples  are- 
free  to  the  meanest  and  lowest,  who  wish  to  pay  their  ad¬ 
orations  there.  So  should  all  Christian  temples  be.  So 
they  all  were  until  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  years  ago. 
The  practice  of  selling,  in  houses  of  worship,  the  right  to 
the  occupancy  of  seats  is  a  corruption  that  owes  its  origin 
to  the  pride  and  covetousness  of  modern  civilization.  It 
is  a  practice  utterly  at  variance  with  Christianity.  Not  a 
line  in  the  Gospels  or  Epistles,  in  the  Law  or  the  Proph¬ 
ets,  in  the  Old  or  New  Testament,  can  be  fairly  construed 
in  its  support.  It  is  expressly  condemned  by  many  plain: 
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passages.  The  usage  of  no  primitive  sect,  heretical  or-  or¬ 
thodox,  can  he  quoted  in  its  hehalf.  It  is  a  usurpation 
and  a  robbery.  It  robs  the  poor,  the  representatives  of 
J esus,  of  the  dearest  of  all  rights — the  right  to  hear  the* 
Gospel.  Nor  is  the  requirement  met  by  reserving  seats 
for  the  poor.  What  unsaved  man  is  willing  te  advertise 
his  poverty,  by  occupying  those  seats  from  Sabbath  to 
Sabbath  ?  Why  should  we  exact  this  humility  from  those 
who  are  strangers  to  the  Gospel  ?  Such  a  course  is  an  in¬ 
sult  to  the1  poor — it  is  an  insult  to  the  Savior.  u  Come 
unto  me,”  He  says,  a  all  ye  that  labor  and  are  heavy  la¬ 
den.”  Though  we  may  find  Christ  in  other  places,  may 
we  not  expect  to  meet  him  in  places  consecrated  to  his 
service  ?  Wherever,  then,  Christ  is  found,  the  laboring, 
man,  and  the  heavily  laden,  the  one  most  grievously  bur¬ 
dened  with  sin  and  poverty,  and  sorrow,  is  invited  by  thei 
Master  to  come.  Where  does  any  church  derive  its  au¬ 
thority  to  step  in  and  say,  he*  may  come  as  a  matter  of 
privilege,  but  his  right  to>  come  regularly,  depends  upon  his 
ability  or  willingness  to  buy  a  sitting  ?  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  do  we  find  the  poor  thronging  such  churches  ?  They 
know  that  they  are  not  wanted.  If,  in  a  time  of  special 
excitement,  the  seats  are  made  practically  free,  and  the 
poor  come  in  and  are  converted,  as  soon  as  the  excitement 
subsides,  they  are  treated  with  coldness'  or  neglect,  and 
gradually  fall  away. 

Let  us  come  back  to  the  spirit  of  the  Gospel.  Let 
us  get  down  so  low  at  the  feet  of  Jesus  as  to  forget  all  our 
pride  and  dignity,  and  be  willing  to  worship  with  the  low¬ 
est  of  our  kind,  remembering  that  we  are  the  followers  of 
Him  “  who  had  not  where*  to  lay  his  head.”  “  The  Spir¬ 
it  of  the  Lord  is  upon  me,  because  he  hath  anointed  me 
to  preach  the  Gospel  to  the  poor  ;  he  hath  sent  me  to  heal 
the  broken-hearted ,  to  preach  deliverance  to  the  captives,  and 
recovering  of  sight  to  the  blind ,  to  set  at  liberty  them  that  are 
bruised ',  to  preach  the  acceptable  year  of  the  Lord? 
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